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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This is in response to the Amendment filed on 4/28/2006. Claims 1-12 and 41-52 
and 54-60 are presented for examination. 

Claim Rejections ■ 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

3. Claims 1-12, 41-52 and 54-60 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Herrod et al., US pat. No.6,405,049 (hereafter Herrod). 

As to claim 1 , Herrod discloses a method for remotely collecting data from a dealer 
management system (12 fig.2a), comprising: 

identifying a dealer management system (12 fig.2a) that is coupled to a secure 
data access port, wherein the secure data access port (connecting to an access point 
66 fig. 5, see col. 10 lines 25-58) is also coupled to a public network (internet/Intranet 15 
fig.2a), and the dealer management system is coupled to at least one client device (10 
fig.2a) and is operable to process dealer initiated transactions from the client device 
(processing and downloading data information to a portable device, see abstract, figs.1, 
2a, 5, col.5 line 33 to col.6 line 48); 

remotely connecting to the dealer management system from a remote system 
(host system) using the public network, wherein the remote connection is a public 
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connection established through the secure data access port, and the secure data 
access port is operable to pass remote transactions received from the remote system to 
the dealer management system (see col.7 lines 1-38 and col. 8 lines 21-65); 

forwarding a remote transaction from the remote system to the dealer 
management system, wherein the remote transaction includes a request for stored data 
and is given a priority level by the dealer management system that is similar to client 
initiated transactions (using customer's buying preferences and patterns, see col. 9 lines 
3-48 and col. 11 lines 3-51); and 

receiving at the remote system the requested data from the dealer management 
system (see col.1 1 Iine3 to col. 12 line 42). 

As to claim 2, Herrod discloses wherein remotely connecting to the dealer management 
system from a remote system using the public network comprises remotely connecting 
to the dealer management system using the Internet (see col. 5 lines 33-65). 

As to claim 3, Herrod discloses wherein the secure data access port is assigned an P 
address, and the remote system connects to the dealer management system using the 
Internet by entering the IP address of the secure data access port (see col.28 lines 35- 
65). 



As to claim 4, Herrod discloses wherein the secure data access port including a security 
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module that is operable to execute a security protocol that restricts access to the secure 
data access port wherein the security protocol includes: when initiating the remote 
connection with the secure data access port (using file access card, see col.27 lines 12- 
58), providing a private key that corresponds to a public key previously associated with 
the secrete data access port if the private key corresponds with' the public key, the 
remote system is granted access to the secure data access port otherwise remote 
access is denied (see col.28 lines 14-65). 

As to claim 5, Herrod discloses the secure data access port includes a security module 
that is operable to execute a security protocol that restricts access to the secrete data 
access port wherein the security protocol including when initiating the remote 
connection with the secure data access port providing an IP address of the remote 
system to the secure data access port, wherein the secure data access port is operable 
to determine if the IP address is an accepted IP address, and if the IP address is 
determined to be an accepted IP address, the remote system is granted access to the 
secure data access port, otherwise remote access is denied (see fig.21 and col.27 line 
12 to col.28 line 65 and col.28 line 40 to col.29 line 65). 

As to claim 6, Herrod discloses the secure data access port includes a security module 
that is operable to execute a security protocol that restricts access to the secure data 
access port, wherein the security protocol includes: when initiating the remote 
connection with secure data access port, providing a pass-code to the secure data 
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access port and if the pass-code is determined to be a valid pass-code, the remote 
system is granted access to the secure data access port, otherwise remote access is 
denied (see fig.21 and col.27 line 12 to col.28 line 65 and col.29 lines 17-65). 

As to claim 7, Herrod discloses logging on to the dealer management system by 
providing a pass-code, wherein the pass-code provides file level access to certain data 
stored in the dealer management system and the remote transaction includes a 
command to directly access data from the dealer management system (see fig.21 and 
col.27 line 12 to col.28 line 65 and col.col.29 lines 17-65). 

As to claim 8, Herrod discloses in the secure data access port transforming the remote 
transaction into a format that is acceptable for processing by the dealer management 
system, wherein the transformed transaction is in substantially the same format as client 
initiated transactions and in the secure data access port, transforming the requested 
data received from the dealer management system into a format acceptable for 
transmission over the public network (see figs. 5, 33a, col. 10 lines 25-58, col.9 line 13 to 
col. 10 line 44 and col. 16 lines 2-52). 

As to claim 9, Herrod discloses the requested data received from the dealer 
management system is transformed into data packets acceptable for transmission to the 
remote system using the TCP/IP protocol in an encrypted format (see col.30 line 30 to 
col.31 line 48). 
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As to claim 1 0, Herrod discloses the remote transaction received from the remote 
system is transformed into a serial data stream acceptable for transmission to the 
dealer management system (see fig. 33a, col. 9 line 13 to col. 10 line 44 and col. 31 lines 
3-65). 

As to claim 1 1 , Herrod discloses remotely connecting to the dealer management system 
from a remote system using the public network comprises remotely connecting to the 
dealer management system using an indirect connection that includes at least one 
intermediary device logically positioned between the remote system and the secure 
data access port (see fig. 33a, col.9 line 13 to col. 10 line 44 and col. 16 lines 2-52). 

As to claim 12, Herrod discloses wherein the secure data access port includes a board 
level computer, and the board level computer is operable to allow the remote system to 
remotely configure the secure data access port (see fig. 33a, col.9 line 13 to col. 10 line 
44 and col.35 line 40 to col.36 line 59). 

As to claims 41 and 51, Herrod discloses a system to facilitate the remote collection of 
data, comprising: 

a secure data access port (access point 66 fig. 5, see col. 10 lines 25-58) coupled 
to a public network and a dealer management system (12 fig.2a), wherein the dealer 
management system includes at least one client device (10 fig.2a) and is operable to 
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process dealer initiated transactions from the client device (processing and downloading 
data information to a portable device, see abstract, figs. 1, 2a, col.5 line 33 to col. 6 line 
48), wherein the secure data access port is cooperatively operable with the dealer 
management system to: 

accept a remote connection from a remote system, wherein the remote 
connection is a public connection established with the secure data access port, and the 
secure data access port is operable to pass remote transactions received from the 
remote system to the dealer management system (see col.7 lines 1-38 and col.8 lines 
21-65); 

receive a remote transaction from the remote system and forward the remote 
transaction to the dealer management system, wherein the remote transaction includes 
a request for stored data and is given a priority level by the dealer management system 
that is similar to client initiated transactions and forward the requested data received 
from the dealer management system to the remote system (using customer's buying 
preferences and patterns for processing data information, see col.9 lines 3-48 and 
col.11 Hne3tocol.12'line42). 

Claims 42-49 are rejected for the same reasons set forth in claims 12, 3, 4, 5, 6 and 8- 
10 respectively. 

As to claim 50, Herrod discloses the secure data access port is coupled to a client 
device and the secure data access port is operable to provide pass-through connectivity 
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to the dealer management system for the client device, and the pass-through 
connectivity occurs transparent to the client device (see fig.2b, col. 10 lines 15-58 and 
col. 12 lines 1-42). 

Claims 52 and 54-60 are rejected for the same reasons set forth in claims 12, 3-6 and 
8-10 respectively. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 13 and 53 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Herrod in view of Reiner, US pat. No.6,2 19,676 (hereafter Reiner). 

As to claims 13 and 53, Herrod's teachings still applied as in claims 1 and 51 above. 
Herrod does not specifically disclose identifying an automobile dealership's dealer 
management system. However, Reiner discloses identifying an automobile dealership's 
dealer management system (see abstract, fig.1 , col.5 line 20 to col.6 line 51). It would 
have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to implement Reiner's teachings into the computer system of Herrod to process 
client activities on the Internet because it would have handled a variety of client 
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requests through the web server and provided more utilizations of the computer system 
on the Internet communications network. 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments filed on 4/28/2006 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

• Applicant asserts that the cited reference does not disclose "a secure data 
access port, a remote system, forwarding a remote transaction from the remote 
system to the dealer management system, wherein the remote transaction 
includes a request for stored data and is given a priority level by the dealer 
management system that is similar to client initiated transactions". 

Examiner respectfully disagrees. Herrod discloses the Applicant's claimed 
invention. Specifically, Herrod discloses a method for remotely collecting data from a 
dealer management system (12 fig. 2a), comprising identifying a dealer management 
system (12 fig.2a) that is coupled to a secure data access port (access point 66 fig.5, 
see col. 10 lines 25-5'8), wherein the secure data access port is also coupled to a public 
network (internet/Intranet 15 fig.2a). Herrod discloses a secure data port (using access 
point 66 fig.5 for connecting to terminal, see col. 10 lines 25-58), forwarding a remote 
transaction from the remote system to the dealer management system, wherein the 
remote transaction includes a request (customer's request for data) for stored data and 
is given a priority level by the dealer management system that is similar to client 
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initiated transactions (using customer's buying preferences and patterns to provide 
suitable information to the customer as the customer proceeds around retail outlet and 
using known priority systems and algorithms to accept signals from nearest access 
points, see col.9 lines 3-48 and col. 11 Iine3 to col. 12 line 42). 

• Applicant asserts that the cited reference does not disclose "the remote system 
connects to the dealer management system using the Internet by entering the IP 
address of the secure data access port". 
Examiner respectfully point out that Herrod discloses the Applicant's claimed 
invention by disclosing a NFS Clients 374 typically require setup parameters such as IP 
address, log on name, password (see fig.21 and col.27 line 12 to col.28 line 65 and 
col.28 line 40 to col.29 line 65). 

As a result, cited prior art does disclose a system and method for a method for remotely 
collecting data from a dealer management system, as broadly claimed by the 
Applicants. Applicants clearly have still failed to identify specific claim limitations that 
would define a clearly patentable distinction over prior art. 

Conclusion 

7. Claims 1-13 and 41-60 are rejected. 

8. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Khanh Dinh whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3936. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 8:00 A.m. 
to 5:00 P.m. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Zarni Maung, can be reached on (571) 272-3939. The fax phone number 
for this group is (571) 273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
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have questions on access to the Private I 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Khanh Dinh 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2151 
7/22/2006 
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